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The meeting was called to order at 2:10 p.m. 


The Chairman announced that the minutes of the special meeting of Nov. 1, 
1974 were not available and would therefore be put over to a subsequent 
meeting for approval. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BESSNER, SECONDED BY PROF. POPP, 
THAT THE MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF OCTOBER 25, 1974, BE 
APPROVED. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


The Chairman advised that coffee was available for the meeting and also that 
the next meeting of Senate would be an all day meeting, If necessary, and 
would begin at 9:30 a.m. on Friday, December 20, 1974. 


Dean Callaghan advised that the Report concerning accreditation for the 
Civil, Electrical and Mechanical Engineering Departments for the next five 
years is very positive and while there are a series of problems pointed out in 
the Report, these might best be brought to the attention of the 
Administration rather than to Senate. 74-12-5 Prof. Whitelaw presented the 
recommendations from the University Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee 
concerning Curriculum Obligations (Doc. US-74-12-D1). He pointed out 
that the purpose of this was simply to request Senate to forward this to the 
Faculty Councils for discussion and submission to Senate at a future date. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WHITELAW, SECONDED BY PROF. 
LINDSAY, THAT THE DOCUMENT (US-74-12-D1) BE REFERRED TO 
THE FACULTY COUNCILS FOR THEIR CONSIDERATION AND TO 
REPORT BACK TO SENATE. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


74-12-6 - 


FAA 


74-12-8 - 
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Dr. O'Brien reported on behalf of the Priorities and Resource Allocation 
Committee that a draft of a statement to the Conseil des Universités, In 
response to a questionnaire that the Conseil has sent to all Universities, Is 
being prepared, and it is hoped that the Draft will be placed before Senate 
for consideration at the December 1974 meeting. 


It was reported that the Steering Committee has appointed Prof. Rheimer to 
the Advisory Committee - Dean, Faculty of Fine Arts. 


Concerning the Annual Report from the Continuing Education Division 
(S.G.W.) for 1973-74 (Doc. US-74-12-D6), it was pointed out that this 
item appears on the agenda at this point as a method of tabling the Annual 
Report before Senate. 


In presenting the additional curriculum changes in the Loyola Faculty of 
Arts and Science (Doc. US-74-12-D7), Prof. McEvenue noted the 
following corrections: on page 1, under the title "Requirements" - Major 
Programme should be Specialized Programme; on page 2, under "New 
Programmes" - Major should read Specialized; on page 4, - the programme 
is titled Biology, it should read B.Sc., Specialization In Biology; on page 
16, - the programme reads Physics, Specialized Degree with Honour, It 
should read B.Sc. Honours Physics; on page 19 - Physics 322A3 should 
not be listed. 


Prof. McEvenue explained that both Science Departments on both campuses 
have been preparing their status in the face of O.S.F. and with an eye to the 
new financing formula and both have been trying to line up their 
programmes on either campus in such a way that would present a common 
face to that Government body. Moreover, both have been trying to adapt the 
programmes to the Concordia structures of specialization. Finally, the 
Loyola Science Departments have needed to maintain their Interface with the 
Humanities and Social Sciences in our interdisciplinary Faculty. He also 
explained that there were no new courses and in the area of Physics many 
courses have been divided Into two, some courses have been divided In 
such a way that the lab component has been separated out and given a 
number. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. McEVENUE, SECONDED BY DEAN 
BREEN, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE LOYOLA 
FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCES ( DOC. US-74-12-D7 BE 
APPROVED. 


During the discussion, concern was expressed over the possible 
proliferation of minor and major programmes in Computer Science causing 
the situation In Computer Science to become muddier than it presently is. 
Concern was also voiced over the change in the name of the B. Comm. 
Major In Computer Science to Major in Data Processing. It was pointed out 
that this change was made in consultation with the people in the Faculty of 
Commerce. 


It was noted that we are in the process of making interim changes and it was 
pointed out that the agreements between Loyola and Sir George Williams 
spelled out two things specifically, which were to be done: the two Faculties 
were to reach an agreement on a single Honours programme, and they were 
to provide a report on the feasibility or relative merits of a single Science 
operation or a two Faculty Science operation. While the work Is under way 
on both of these questions, there has not been sufficient time to provide the 
reports that have been required. These changes have to be looked upon as 
short term adaptations of the programmes as they existed when Concordia 
came into being, with a particular eye on O.S.F. and without prejudice to 
the longer term questions. The Computer Science matter should be looked at 
In the same light. 


It was pointed out that the change in name of the programme from Major in 
Computer Science to Major in Data Processing affected the Bachelor of 
Commerce degree and that there was a question as to whether or not this 
change has been approved by the Commerce and Administration Faculty 
Council. It was argued that the Senate may not Initiate certain things, and 
this is one of them, and it must receive the formal approval of the particular 
Faculty Council concerned. It was noted also that last year the Board of 
Governors required that the organization of Computer Science and all that 
goes with it be studied and as a result of this, the Senate established a 
Committee to study certain aspects of the question, and eventually this 
would be reported upon. While interim adjustments should not be excluded 
in the process of waiting for such a report, there is a legitimate need to be 
reassured that apparently interim changes do not change the underlying 
situation in a way that might prejudice the overall report. It was therefore 
Important to have recorded, if we see fit to approve these changes, that this 
is without prejudice to the study already underway. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CALLAGHAN, 
SECONDED BY PROF. LINDSAY, THAT THE SECTION ON 
COMPUTER SCIENCE (Doe. US-74-12-D7), PAGES 79 8, AND 9, BE 
TABLED AND REFERRED TO THE COMPUTER SCIENCE 
COMMITTEE OF SENATE FOR COMMENTS WHICH ARE TO BE 
SUBMITTED TO SENATE FOR THE DECEMBER MEETING. 


It was suggested that the programme be placed in the Calendar with an 
asterisk and a footnote to the effect "subject to final approval by Senate". 


It was also suggested that the Senate approve the programme in principle 
with the proviso that the Computer Science Committee does not discover 
something disastrous. 


-THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS NOT CARRIED-. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BREEN, SECONDED BY 
MR. KATSOF, THAT THE CHANGES AFFECTING THE COMMERCE 
CURRICULUM ARE APPROVED SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY THE 
COMMERCE FACULTY COUNCIL EITHER AT A PREVIOUS OR 
SUBSEQUENT MEETING. 
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It was pointed out that these are not new programmes in the technical sense, 
but rather they are modifications to existing programmes in order to suit a 
particular context. 


-THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED-. 


-THE MOTION WITH THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND 
WAS CARRIED-. 


Dean Verschingel, in presenting the curriculum changes In the S.G.W. 
Faculty of Science (Doc. US-74-12-D13) explained that the changes from 
the Chemistry Department were simply the institution of the Minor and 
Major programmes and the redefining of the Majors Into Specialized 
programmes. He also noted the new three credit laboratory course in 
Chemistry and the two options in the Specialized Degree in Physics, one 
being Experimental Physics and the other Theoretical Physics, and a Minor 
In Mathematics consisting of ninety credits. 


It was pointed out that neither the Curriculum Coordinating Committee nor 
the Priorities Committee have dealt with these proposals. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN VERSCHINGEL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
ENESCO, THAT THE CURRICULUM CHANGES IN THE S.G.W. 
FACULTY OF SCIENCE (Doc. US-74-12-D13), EXCLUDING THE 
CERTIFICATE IN ELECTRONICS, BE APPROVED. 


It was pointed out that basically the comments made during the discussion 
on the Loyola Arts and Science Curriculum changes apply to these changes 
also. That is, that these changes are being approved without prejudice to 
future developments in Science within Concordia. 


-THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN VERSCHINGEL, SECONDED BY PROF. 
ENESCO, THAT THE CERTIFICATE IN ELECTRONICS, APPENDIX 
C (Doc. US-74-12-D13) BE APPROVED. 


Dean Verschingel explained that this proposal was for people presently 
working In these areas and this was a package being offered essentially to 
Evening Division students who are interested in getting some degree of 
expertise and recognition for it. 


In response to a question on the relationship between a certificate 
programme at the undergraduate level and an undergraduate degree, It was 
noted that it has been agreed, in keeping with the document passed by 
Senate last summer, that the principle of a degree by accumulating 
certificates was an acceptable way of having a degree. There is considerable 
disinclination. to do It the other way around, that is, you cannot get a large 
package and get retroactive credit for the bits and pieces that go Into it. It 
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was suggested that Prof. Whitelaw look Into the problem of residence 
requirements and-retroactivity. 


Strong objection was voiced on the certificate In Electronics being proposed 
by the Physics Department. It was argued that there was an Electrical 
Department in the Faculty of Engineering, which emphasized Electronics. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CALLAGHAN, 
SECONDED BY PROF. LINDSAY, THAT THIS PROPOSAL 
(APPENDIX C - DOC. US-74-12-D13) BE TABLED AND REFERRED 
TO THE FACULTY OF ENGINEERING FOR COMMENT BEFORE IT 
IS CONSIDERED FURTHER AT SENATE. 


It was pointed out that the Senate is not likely to receive a report from the 
Faculty of Engineering for possibly two months. 


-THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED-. 
Prof. Doyle and Mr. Katsof requested that their abstentions be recorded. 


The Faculty of Engineering was asked to submit a progress report on the 
matter to the December meeting of Senate. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY PROF. 
LINDSAY THAT PROF. D. CHARLTON BE APPOINTED TO THE 
S.G.W. OMBUDSMAN SEARCH COMMITTEE, (DOC.US-74-12-D2) 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BHATNAGAR, SECONDED BY DEAN 
FRENCH, THAT THE FOLLOWING BE APPOINTED TO THE 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON FELLOWSHIPS, SCHOLARSHIPS, AND 
AWARDS POLICY, (Doe. US-74-12-D2) : 


PROF. R. ROY - (MS. A. WILLIAMS - ALTERNATE) 
PROF. M. VIPOND; PROF. H. RIPSTEIN; PROF. M. M. 
DOUGLASS; 

PROF. F. BODE; PROF. E. CAMERON 


-MOTION CARRIED 

IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CALLAGHAN, SECONDED BY MR. 
SHER, THAT THE FOLLOWING BE APPOINTED TO THE SENATE 
LIBRARY COMMITTEE, (Doe. US-74-12-D2): 


PROF. H. S. HEAPS {TERM - 1975) 
PROF. OTTO SCHWELB TERM - 1976 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 
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Concerning the appointment of a Faculty Member to the Board of 
Governors, (Doc. US-74-12-D3), Dr. O'Brien explained that there are six 
Faculty members of the Board of Governors, which included Fr. Graham, 
S.J., until his appointment as Vice-Rector and Principal of Loyola Campus. 
Fr. Graham continues to sit on the Board by virtue of his office as 
Vice-Rector and Principal of Loyola Campus and this therefore creates a 
vacancy on the Board of Governors. Dr. O'Brien also explained the 
By-Law of the Board of Governors Included with Document US-74-12-D3. 


Dean Breen stated that he had been a member of the Domestic Committee 
during the discussions on the merger and that one point which was made 
clear at that time was that even though there would not be any parity on the 
Senate, certainly on the Board of Governors, which was supposed to be the 
most important body in so far as the continuation of any Department or 
Faculty or the creation of new Departments or Faculties would go to the 
Board of Governors, that would have a certain amount of parity. It was In 
that spirit that the Loyola Faculty were under the impression that they were 
to be appointed for a period of three years. The procedures involving Senate 
In appointments to the Board of Governors, in the minds of the Loyola 
members, was to take place after the initial period of three years. He 
strongly recommended that the completion of the original term of Fr. 
Graham be filled by a member of the Loyola Faculty of Arts and Science 
and as was the case with Fr. Graham, a member of the Science component. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN CAMPBELL, SECONDED BY DEAN 
BREEN, THAT SENATE REQUEST THE LOYOLA ARTS AND 
SCIENCE FACULTY COUNCIL TO PROPOSE TWO FACULTY 
MEMBERS TO SENATE FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF ONE MEMBER 
TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS TO COMPLETE THE REMAINDER 
OF FR. GRAHAM'S TERM (1976). 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


Concerning the report from the Committee on Student Eligibility 
Regulations (Doc. US-74-10-D14) the Chairman, explained that the first 
portion deals with the September meeting and is in effect the Interim report 
and that part of the report has beet acted upon earlier. Pages three and four 
are the proposals of the Committee. The sub-committee was appointed last 
year in order to propose a way in which student members could be 
appointed to the Senate on a continuing basis In keeping with the By-Laws 
of the Board of Governors, that established Senate and also to deal with the 
question of eligibility. He pointed out that another document (US-74- 12-14) 
has been distributed, that Is the current version of the regulations on 
eligibility for membership on the Sir Williams Campus. These were 
amended last year by the Senate and this document has been retyped to 
Include the amendment that was made last year. 


Dean Audet In presenting the report (Doe. US-74-10-D14) noted that in part 
2.A. the regulation proposed covering the eligibility of the students Is the 
same as the existing regulation on the Loyola Campus. The Committee had 
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not been aware of, and therefore did not consider the feasibility of the 
regulations contained in document US-74-12-D4, 


The Chairman suggested that since section 3.a) on. page 4 has In fact 
already been implemented for this year, It properly belongs with the first 
part of the report and that Senate consider the matter already closed and 
Senate should concern itself with the longer term questions. He suggested 
also that Senators not be concerned unduly about the details of the way the 
document was written. If Senate accepts and approves the principle. Dr. 
O'Brien would then undertake to cause an appropriate drafting of It to be 
made and bring that back to Senate for its attention. He further suggested 
that the document should be divided Into two parts, because there are two 
related but quite separate matters dealt with; the first is the question of 
eligibility regulations and the second part Is the matter of the procedures by 
which students who possess the eligibility requirements, are to be named. It 
was agreed that Senate consider the Items In the order In which they appear 
In the document. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. SHER, SECONDED BY MR. KATSOF THAT 
ITEM 2 OF DOCUMENT US-74-12-M BE REPEALED AND IN 
PRINCIPLE REPLACE IT WITH SECTION 2.A OF THE 
COMMITTEE'S REPORT, (DOC. US-74-10-D14) 


During the discussion it was pointed out that the eligibility regulation. in the 
report (Doc. US-74-10-D14) was not entirely clear In that students don't 
come clearly under the Day Students and Evening Students divisions and at 
Loyola there is no direct consideration of Graduate Students, and 
consequently, the eligibility regulation as It stands is ambiguous because it 
excludes Graduate Students, M.S.Q.P. Students, and Qualifying Students. 


The opinion was expressed that the Committee has not come to grips with 
the problem that they were initially assigned, that is, to try to bring together 
the procedures existing on the two campuses and work out a new set of 
procedures that would incorporate what can be Incorporated from the 
procedures on both campuses. The recommendation in the report, in fact, 
simply discards the eligibility requirements that exist on one campus. It was 
pointed out that there was no "in good standing" clause, no "currently 
registered" clause, and no "one year" clause. 


It was suggested that section 2.A be referred back to the Committee to 
present a somewhat more expanded draft of the eligibility regulations and 
that the Committee should consult with the Registrar around the 
technicalities under categories of students. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. KATSOF, SECONDED BY PROF. 
McEVENUE, THAT SECTION 2.A (DOC. US-74-10-D14) BE TABLED 
AND REFERRED BACK TO THE COMMITTEE ON STUDENT 
ELIGIBILITY. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


74-12-20 - 
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74-12-22 - 
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Concerning section 2.B of the report (Doe. US-74-10-D14), Dr. O'Brien 
explained that page three of the document is largely out of the By-Laws of 
the Board of Governors and therefore not changeable by Senate although 
there are certain further interpretations made. Page four contains the essence 
of the recommendations. He also explained that what was being proposed 
was that once the eligibility requirement was settled the student associations 
be responsible for the student members In the various categories as they see 
fit. 


It was suggested that the various bodies that send people to Senate should 
send along with the names, a statement of how those people were selected. 


Concerning recommendation 111,4. that the cost of Senate elections be 
discharged by Concordia University, it was argued that Student bodies 
which have their own budgets should finance their own form of choosing 
Senators. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BORDAN, SECONDED BY MR. KATSOF, 
THAT SENATE ACCEPTS THE GENERAL PRINCIPLE THAT THE 
STUDENT ASSOCIATIONS BE RESPONSIBLE FOR NAMING 
STUDENT MEMBERS TO SENATE. 

IT WAS MOVED BY MR. WARD, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MOULEDOUX THAT THE ABOVE MOTION AND THE WHOLE 
REPORT (DOC. US-74-10-D14) BE TABLED AND REFERRED BACK 
TO THE COMMITTEE ON STUDENT ELIGIBILITY. 

-THE MOTION WAS CARRIED.-. 

Mr. Sher asked that his abstention be recorded. 

IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. DOYLE, SECONDED BY MR. SHER 
THAT THE COMMITTEE REPORT BACK TO THE FEBRUARY 
MEETING OF SENATE. 

-MOTION CARRIED.-. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. DOYLE, SECONDED BY PROF. XISTRIS, 
THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. 


-MOTION CARRIED-. 


Mr. Wisniewski asked that his opposing vote be recorded. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


